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This case involves a collision at the Rye
Canyon Road on-ramp of the
southbound Interstate 5 Freeway,
between a semi-truck driven by the
Plaintiff and a Sheriff's jail van. The
accident occurred on December 27,
2004, during wet surface conditions. As
the van entered the freeway on-ramp,
the Deputy driving the van lost control,
which caused the van to spin
counterclockwise and enter the freeway
backwards. The van collided with the
semi-truck traveling southbound on the
freeway and then into the freeway
center divider. The semi-truck then
collided into a nearby building. The
Plaintiff is the driver of the semi-truck. A
jail inmate, who was a passenger in the
Sheriff's van, also filed a lawsuit, which
was consolidated with this case. As a
result of the collision, the Plaintiff
received soft tissue injuries to his neck,
back, shoulders, abdomen, and right
knee, and was diagnosed with a
compression fracture of the lumbar
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spine. Additionally, the Plaintiff
continues to have lower back pain
radiating into both legs, and urological
impairment. The Plaintiff filed suit for
his injuries against the County and the
Deputy, alleging that the van was driven
too fast for the wet conditions. The
County and the Deputy contend that the
Deputy was driving reasonably for the
conditions, but nevertheless lost control
of the van due to a hidden dangerous
condition of the on-ramp. Considering
the inherent risks and uncertainties
involved in a trial, and the potential
liability and potential exposure to an
adverse verdict, the County proceeded
with settlement negotiations and was
eventually able to develop this
recommended settlement with the
plaintiff.

$24,545.50
$12,940.00



